KARMA                  223
being kindly treated and well-fed, and another subjected
to brutality and left to starve and fight for a bare living ?
Ans. One should know first that an animal often does
make a good deal of karma through the group-soul, though
not individually; and secondly, that well-treated animals
have not so much advantage as they seem to have. The
sporting dog is taught to be more savage and brutal, killing
for the lust of destruction, whereby his group-soul makes bad
karma, for which that group-soul will have to suffer later on
through other dogs which are but expressions of it; while a
lap-dog loses all canine virtues and earns the karma of
selfishness for his group-soul. A group-soul with its many
animal manifestations may be compared to a whole body
with several limbs and organs, and if an organ or limb is
afflicted with pain through disease, we do not speak of
such a limb as an individual worthy of compassion, as
something apart from the whole body.
If an animal be ill-treated by a man, it must be a
spontaneous act of injustice on that man's part, as it cannot
be the result of a previous karma on the part of that
particular animal which, not having been individualised, is
incapable of carrying over karma. Still the thing could
not happen unless the group-soul of which that ill-used
animal forms a part had acquired bad karma in the past,
which is now paid by the group-soul through the manifesta-
tion of that particular animal, that bad karma being created
by intentional fights between bulls, stags, dogs, cats, etc.,
where pain is wilfully inflicted, though the prey killed by a
wild beast for food does not suffer appreciably.
Any way (the human beast' treating an animal
cruelly and causing it to fight and inflict pain on others,
instead of helping that animal placed in his hands to
receive stimulus for evolution by human contact, is storing

